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antidrug measures possible. H.R. 2259
did not meet that standard.

f

MEDICARE BILL HAS WRONG
PRIORITIES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. VENTO] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. VENTO. Mr. Speaker, today, the
process did not afford the opportunity
for a very full discussion of the Medi-
care bill on the House floor, and so I
wanted to take this opportunity to ex-
press my dismay and disappointment
with the action of the House today, re-
neging on the basic health care protec-
tion that has existed for older Ameri-
cans and for others that are the bene-
ficiaries of Medicare for the past 30
years.

The fact is that Medicare is in trou-
ble today, my colleagues. It is in trou-
ble because the Republicans, this new
majority that is in control, has not
given the type of consideration, the
type of deliberation, that has been the
hallmark of much of what has been
considered in the past in this Congress.

I think we are seeing a breakdown
really of the committee system here,
where the committees, even though
this proposal has made some 8 months
ago, 7 months ago, no proposal was
forthcoming; and we end up with a 1,000
page bill on this floor that dramati-
cally and drastically changes the pol-
icy.

I think, for starters, that the prior-
ities are all wrong in terms of what is
happening with the budget. The fact is
that the $270 billion, it has been re-
peated today, that is saved in Medicare
is not necessary for the Medicare trust
fund. In fact, of course, much of it will
be used for other Republican priorities
that are in the budget. This is not a bi-
partisan budget, this is very much a
partisan effort in this House, and I sus-
pect the same reaction in the Senate.

There are 245 billion dollars’ worth of
tax breaks and not tax cuts, tax breaks
that go specifically to some people in
our society, taking away tax breaks
from others. In fact, an article in the
Wall Street Journal today indicates
that those that have incomes less than
$30,000 under the Republican tax plans
will actually end up spending or actu-
ally end up paying more in taxes.
Those under $30,000 will pay more in
taxes under the tax plans that have
been advanced by the House and by the
Senate. That is wrong. I think these
are the wrong priorities.

I think the right priorities are to
deal with health. If anybody wants an
example of what is wrong and where we
are today as compared to some time
ago, this last year we were talking
about extending health care to those
that did not have it. We found that
there are 40 million Americans from
working families that had no health
care. Today, that number has risen by
nearly 1.5 million. There are more fam-
ilies that do not have health care. They

do not have Medicare. They do not
have Medicaid. They do not have a pri-
vate health insurance plan through
their employer or through their own
means. They are without.

What is happening today is we are
not talking about meeting the needs of
those 40 million plus in American
working families. We are talking about
reneging, pulling back on the Medicare
system today to the tune of $270 billion
today for tax breaks for the rich; and
we are talking about next week taking
$182 billion out of the Medicaid system.
That is a system for the kids in this
country, 16 million children, other mil-
lions of other people that would be de-
nied the opportunity for dignity, for
health care.

These are programs that are for the
American family. These are the pro-
grams that were put together so that
we could meet the needs of our fami-
lies, for my parents, and for others
that might be disabled, that have the
fortune to have a good, long life.

The funny part about it is I keep
talking about all the trust funds today,
trust fund A and B, but the trust fund
A has never been responsible for one
dime of our deficit in this country, and
the same is true of most of the Social
Security programs, are not responsible
for the deficits in this country. That is
not what has created the deficit. Part
B because of the health care costs is a
contributor.
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But the fact is that we cannot just,
when the cuts are made, they are not
just cuts. They are cuts that are made
with no opportunity. You are not em-
powering senior citizens to challenge
the system simply by giving them
choice. You do not give them choice in
this bill. They have choice today. They
have HMO’s, they have preferred physi-
cian options. They have those types of
choices already today.

This offers nothing new. What you
take is you are taking away the very
tools they need to challenge the cost of
what health care is today, taking away
the ability to pursue fraud, taking
away the legal system, the ability to
challenge the medical doctor when in
fact they make a mistake, when they
do something wrong, taking away the
accountability in this bill, taking away
$270 billion and any ability or most of
the ability for older Americans and for
others in this health care system to
really deal with that.

In other words, you are making them
pay more, considerably more for the
part B premiums and giving them less
in benefits, capping the benefits. Read
what is in your bill. Read what is in
your particular proposals. You have
not done so. You do not know what it
is.

I think there are many Members in
this body from what I can see that do
not even understand what current
funding means with regard to Social
Security and Medicare, where the
workers today are paying for the bene-

fits of those that are receiving them
and we are usually ahead about a year.
That is what current funding is, but
they do not understand it. They cannot
predict it. But yet they are up here
cutting $270 billion in Medicare bene-
fits to give tax breaks to their wealthy
contributors and their special inter-
ests. It is wrong and it should have
been defeated today, not passed.

f
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.

CHAMBLISS). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Florida
[Mr. GOSS] is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. GOSS addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]
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THE BILL WAS WRITTEN IN THE
SPEAKER’S OFFICE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. DOGGETT] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, the
rules of debate here in the House are
rather constrained at times, and they
were constrained this evening as we
had the opportunity to witness at the
close of this great debate a bit of grace-
less gloating from the Speaker of the
House, Mr. GINGRICH, about the victory
that everyone on all sides knew was
going to occur here today. They pro-
vided no opportunity, of course, to ask
him a question, much less to respond
immediately to his comments, but
those comments deserve a response.

It is true that this Chamber is almost
empty at this moment. Of course, our
Republican friends are out popping the
champagne corks, celebrating as is
their right the fact that they really got
those seniors. They are able to be out
there saying, well, our buddies are
going to really like that tax break we
are able to provide now, and we taught
those seniors a lesson when we took
$270 billion out of Medicare so we could
fund our tax break for the rich.

But Members will recall specifically,
though they are celebrating now, that
when the Speaker spoke he began by
reading to us the names of the family
members in his family and how much
they were interested in what was oc-
curring here today. Then he proclaimed
with the greatest magnanimity there
were so many who had contributed to
the raiding of the Medicare system
today, it is peculiar that omitted from
that list of all those who helped was
the Golden Rule Insurance Co. You will
recall that it was only a week ago that
CBS Evening News reported that Gold-
en Rule, which had complied with the
golden rule by contributing over a mil-
lion dollars to the Republican party,
stood to be one of the major bene-
ficiaries of this so-called Medicare re-
form since they are the prime promoter
of the so-called Medisave Program.

The truth of the matter is that this
particular bill, not 10 Members of this
House knew what was in it until about
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